Reaction to Intervention
it did not affect Eastern Europe. The sacred places at Jerusalem, neglected by the Latins, were sedulously cared for by the Greeks. There was thus a conflict between the national rights established by treaty and those given by custom. The nineteenth century's spiritual revival awoke French interest in the consecrated antiquities of Syria. As President of the Republic, Louis Napoleon had already restored the pope to Rome ; in May 1850, he asserted by arms the French claim to confirm the Latin monks in the ownership of the scriptural spots and relics. The whole question was referred by the Porte to a mixed commission, whose conclusions were given to France in a letter, and in a firman from Constantinople to the Greeks. The two documents contradicted each other ; this might have been expected from the fact that the object of the letter was to satisfy France, of the firman to propitiate Russia. Now began the dispute between Paris and St Petersburg. Louis Napoleon's diplomacy aimed at entangling England in the discussion. Between the courts and people of Paris and St Petersburg a lasting-bitterness had grown out of the ex-president's seizure of the Imperial dignity, as has already been said, by the style of Napoleon III. Refusing to follow the example of the other Powers, the Czar persisted in addressing the new French monarch not as "Monsieur mon frere," but as " Mon cher ami."
The next step at this stage of the transactions was the mission of a Turkish agent, Afif Bey, to Jerusalem, for the purpose of executing the compromise by which the Porte thought to settle the matter. Instead, however, of affairs being brought nearer to an arrangement, the Greeks were furious at the Turkish conces-